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7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last Office 
action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 29-32, 34, 36 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Schneider et al. (US Patent 6,102,464). 

Regarding claims 1 and 36, Schneider et al. disclose a vehicle floor mat (60), comprising: 
a pliable layer (42) configured to overlie an area of a vehicle floor (14); and a rigid member 
(36,38,40) attached to a portion of the pliable layer (42), wherein the rigid member (36,38,40) 
has a width sufficient to span a recessed portion (12) in the vehicle floor area such that the 
pliable layer (42) is rendered substantially non-pliable above the recessed portion (12), and such 
that the floor mat (16) is self supporting and can independently support a load placed thereon 
above the recessed portion, without any external support from within the recessed portion. 

Regarding claim 2, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 1, wherein the 
rigid member (36,38,40) is at least partially disposed within the pliable layer (42,44, column 2, 
line58-59). 
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Regarding claim 3, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 1, wherein the 
rigid member (36,38,40) comprises material selected from the group consisting of thermoplastic 
and thermosetting polymers (column 2, line 60-63), glass reinforced thermoset rubber, glass 
reinforced polypropylene, wood (column 3, line27 and column 2, line 52-53), and metal. 

Regarding claim 4, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 1, wherein the 
pliable layer (42) comprises material selected from the group consisting natural and synthetic 
polymers (column 2, line 53). 

Regarding claim 6, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 1, wherein the 
pliable layer (42) has opposite first and second surfaces, and wherein carpeting (42) is disposed 
on the pliable layer first surface (carpeting contains a flexible sheet to which the carpet fibers are 
attached). 

Regarding claims 29 and 39, Schneider et al. disclose a vehicle floor mat (16), 
comprising: a pliable layer (42) configured to overlie an area of a vehicle floor (14); and a 
plurality of adjacent, spaced-apart rigid members (36,38,40) attached to the pliable layer (42), 
wherein each rigid member (36,38,40) has a width sufficient to span a recessed portion (12) in 
the vehicle floor area such that the pliable layer (42) is rendered substantially non-pliable above 
the recessed portion, and such that the floor mat can support a load placed thereon above the 
recessed portion. 

Regarding claim 30, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 29, wherein 
the rigid member (36,38,40) is at least partially disposed within the pliable layer (42,44, column 
2, line58-59). 
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Regarding claim 31, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 29, wherein 
each rigid member (36,38,40) comprises material selected from the group consisting of 
thermoplastic and thermosetting polymers, glass reinforced thermoset rubber, glass reinforced 
polypropylene, wood (column 3, line 27 and column 2, lines 52-53), and metal. 

Regarding claim 32, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 29, wherein 
each pliable layer (42) comprises material selected from the group consisting of natural and 
synthetic polymers (column 3, line 27). 

Regarding claim 34, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 29, wherein 
the pliable layer (42+) has opposite first (Fig. 1) and second (Fig. 2) surfaces, and wherein 
carpeting (carpeting contains a flexible sheet to which the carpet fibers are attached) is disposed 
on the pliable layer first surface. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
• section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 



Application/Control Number: 10/797,775 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3612 

invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
6. Claims 5, 7-28, 33, 35, 37 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schneider et aL 

Regarding claims 7, 15, 18-20, 22. 28. and 35 . Schneider et al. do not disclose that the 
rigid member comprises a plurality of spaced-apart apertures formed therethrough. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a 
plurality of spaced-apart apertures formed in the rigid members. The motivation would have 
been to reduce the weight of the floor mat which in turn would reduce the weight of the vehicle 
and would therefore increase the fuel efficiency of the vehicle. 

Regarding claims 8 and 38 , Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 1. 
Schneider et al. do not disclose that the pliable layer is comprised of a first and second pliable 
layer. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to make the pliable layer out of a plurality of pliable layers as it would merely involve the 
alternate utilization of an equivalent living hinge means to achieve the same exact function. 
Regarding claims 9 and 23 , Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat wherein a second rigid 
member (62) is attached to the second pliable layer, and wherein the second rigid member (62) 
has a width configured to span a second recessed portion (12) in the vehicle floor area such that 
the floor mat (60) can support a load placed thereon above the second recessed portion. 
Regarding claim 10 and 37 , Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat, wherein the rigid 
member (36,38,40) is at least partially disposed within the pliable layer (42,44, column 2, line58- 
59). Regarding claims 12 and 25 . Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat wherein the 
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second pliable layer (65) comprises material selected from the group consisting of natural and 
synthetic polymers. Regarding claim 14 . Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 
8, wherein the second pliable layer (78) has opposite first (Fig. 1) and second (Fig. 2) surfaces, 
and wherein carpeting (62) is disposed on the second flexible member (78) first surface (Fig. 1). 
Regarding claim 16 . Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of, wherein the second pliable 
layer (65) is pivotally secured to the peripheral edge via a hinge (70). Regarding claims 17 and 
27, Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of, wherein the hinge comprises carpeting (Fig. 
1) disposed on the first and second pliable layers. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 24 . Schneider et al. disclose the vehicle floor mat of Claim 9, 
wherein the second rigid member comprises material selected from the group consisting of 
thermoplastic and thermosetting polymers, glass reinforced thermoset rubber, glass reinforced 
polypropylene, wood (column 2, lines 53-55), and metal. 

Regarding claims 5. 13. 21. 26. and 33 , Schneider et al. do not disclose specifically 
disclose that the pliable layer includes rubber. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include rubber in the pliable layer. The motivation 
would have been to provide cushioning to the floor mat to protect the floor of the vehicle and the 
items being placed on the floor mat from damage. 

Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-39 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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8. Applicant's arguments filed March 4, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The Applicant argues that Schneider et al. disclose a support for resting on the spare 
tire. Although the Examiner agrees that the Schneider et al. disclose the support 80 for the 
second embodiment, Schneider et al. do not disclose the support for the first embodiment. 
Regarding the Applicant's argument that Schneider et al. do not teach that the floor panel can be 
made of a material that reduces the weight. The Examiner points to column 2, lines 60-65 in 
which Schneider discloses that the panels could be made of plastic. Therefore it also would have 
been obvious to include a plurality of apertures to reduce the weight. Regarding the argument 
that Schneider does not teach a reversible floor mat, the Applicant points to column 2, lines 58- 
59). 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patricia L Engle whose telephone number is (703) 306-5777. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 8:00 to 4:30. After April 5, the 
Examiner can be reached at (571) 272-6660. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, D. Glenn Dayoan can be reached on (703) 308-3 102. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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